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REMARKS 

A. The Allowed Claims 

Applicants thank the Examiner for indicating that claims 2-4 and 5-10 would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form. Accordingly the Applicants have placed the features 
from claim 2 into claim 1 . 

B. The Claim Objections 

The Applicants have noted the informality objections to claims 2-5, 8, 9, 12 and 16 and 
have amended them to correct the informalities. Accordingly, the Applicants request withdrawal 
of these objections. 

C. The Section 112 Rejections 

Claims 5-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C§112, second paragraph. The Applicants 
disagree and traverse these rejections. Without waiving any position, the Applicants have 
amended the claims to expedite examination. Accordingly, the Applicants request withdrawal of 
the rejections and allowance of claims 5-10. 

D. The Double Patenting Rejections 

Claims 12-22 were rejected based on the judicially created doctrine of non-statutory 
double patenting, the Examiner taking the position that claims 12-22 are not patentably distinct 
from claims 1-9 of U.S. Patent No. 6,335,928 ("'928 Patent"). The Applicants disagree and 
traverse these rejections for at least the following reasons. 

The Applicants note that claims 12-22 have been cancelled without prejudice to, or 
disclaimer of, the subject matter therein. Accordingly, these rejections appear to be moot. 

E. The Section 102 Rejections Based on Iwami 

Claims 1 and 11 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Iwami et 
al., U.S. Patent No. 5,604,737 ("Iwami"). Applicants respectfully disagree and traverse these 
rejections for at least the following reasons. 

Without waiving any position, the Applicants submit that these rejections are now moot 
given the Examiner's indication that the subject matter of claim 2, now incorporated within claim 
1 , is allowable over Iwami. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the pending rejections and 
allowance of claims 1 and 1 1 . 
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F. The Section 102 Rejections Based on Freishtat 

Claims 12-21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Freishtat et 
al., U.S. Patent No. 5,945,989 ("Freishtat"). Applicants respectfully disagree and traverse these 
rejections for at least the following reasons. 

Without waiving any position, the Applicants submit that these rejections are now moot 
given the cancellation of claims 12-21. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the pending rejections. 

G. ) The Section 103 Rejection of Claim 22 

Claim 22 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) based on the combination of Freishtat 
and Penner et al, U.S. Patent No. 5,793,762 ("Penner"). Applicants disagree and traverse this 
rejection for at least the following reasons. 

Without waiving any position, the Applicants submit that this rejection is now moot 
given the cancellation of claim 22. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the pending rejection. 

Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
application the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact John E. Curtin at the telephone 
number listed below. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future 
replies, to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 50-3777 for any 
additional fees required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.16 or under 37 C.F.R. § 1.17; particularly, extension 
of time fees. 

Respectfully submitted, 

CAPITOL PATENT & TRADEMARK LAW FIRM, PLLC. 

By: /John E. Curtin/ 

John E. Curtin, Reg. No. 37,602 
P.O. Box 1995 
Vienna, Virginia 22183 
(703) 266-3330 
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